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Application No~ ^|hfVpplicant(s) 

GOTO. SUSUMU 



4^ 



09/330^154 



Examiner 

David A Vanore 

.ThB MAILING DATE of this communic ation appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 



Art Unit 

2881 



':i^ZT^S^^'Z?^s\iiiir&'&^' 0? AppS (With a'ppeal faa); or (3) a timely . led Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance witli 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 □ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2M The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) m they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4.n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable clainn(s). 
5 13 The a)D affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or oM request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet 
en The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 ja For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) 3)3 will not be entered or b)^ will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: . 



Glaim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: Lf2y/^^f P7-^^ 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



SO The proposed drawing correction filed on is aO approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

90 Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10.n other: 
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Part of Paper No. 19 



Application No. 

Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) ^ ^ 

00^/^30,154 W ^ 

Contluition of 2. NOTE: The amendment filed on April 28. 2003 reorganizes claim limitations but does not eliminate or smplify any of 
the |.]ending issues on which the claims have been rejected. . 

continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition J"-^--- ^^^^^^^^^^ the AppTcant 

arguments do not overcome the rejection. Applicant's f ^9"^^" ^X^,"°\Pr™^^^^^^^^ addressed in the previous 

th^t Terashima et aL fails to f^^^^ the corre^on o^^^^^^^^^ 3^,, ,,,3,3 (,037, for 

Office action, Terashima et al has at ^f^y^^'^'^^.^^^^ interpreted distortion to mean a lack of focus of a beam, 

correcting optical distortion. It is innportant t7°te thaU^^^^^ refered to in the art as an astigmatism or 

However, if the Applicant attempting to apply ^t^^? been read to mean astigmatism or proximity 

rSef ^^iS^.^^'^^T^^^'^^o., and the arguements presented in the current, pending 

response do not overconne the standing rejection. . 
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